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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -26,35-36 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. It seems that the only support found in the specification is the amendment to 
the specification. Furthermore, registration is not even suggested in the specification. 

Specification 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the registration means 
addition is new matter. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



4. 



Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to Amendment B, filed 7/22/2005. 
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5. Claims 1-26 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 8, 15, 23, 24,25, are 
independent claims. In the Amendment B, Claims 1-26 were amended, and Claims 35- 
36 were added as new. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1,4,6,8,11,13,15,18,20,22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Guzak et al. ("Guzak", US# 5,838,319) in view of Windows NT ("WinNT", screen 
shots) in view of Yacoub ("Yacoub", US 6452692). 

As per claim 1, Guzak discloses an information processing apparatus (Column 3 
lines 13-16) comprising: a storage device (Column 3 lines 13-16), for storing the 
peripheral objects for predetermined devices based on directory information; (Column 3 
lines 43-49 & Figure 2) detection means (Column 3 lines 26-28 wherein tree view 
control displays a view of items as per code instructions) for detecting a specific object 
detected by said detection means; display means (Column 1 lines 59-61), for displaying, 
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in accordance with a tree list (Column 2 lines 58-61); said specific object detected by 
said detection means; control means (Column 25-26 lines 26-30), for, based on the 
number of steps along a directory path (Column 6 lines 25-31) leading from a local 
object corresponding to one of the peripheral devices locally connected to said 
information processing apparatus to the specific object corresponding to another 
specific peripheral device not locally connected to said information processing 
apparatus (Figure 2; wherein the exploring view shows a local computer (item 36) with a 
directory path to the specific object corresponding to a peripheral device (see printers of 
item category 32) and item 38 shows an expandable directory for a network 
neighborhood inherently containing non-local expandable directories containing therein 
similar directories to the local ones. These directories would include shared hard drives, 
folders, and printers.), permitting said display means to display, in accordance with the 
tree list, the specific object detected by said detection means. If Guzak does not 
distinctly show the specific object, WinNT expressly teaches control means (Column 25- 
26 lines 26-30), for, based on the number of steps along a directory path (Column 6 
lines 25-31) leading from a local object corresponding to one of the peripheral devices 
locally connected to said information processing apparatus (Figure 1; wherein the 
exploring view shows a local computer (item 50) with a directory path to the specific 
object corresponding to a peripheral device (item 55)) to the specific object 
corresponding to another specific peripheral device not locally connected to said 
information processing apparatus (Figure 1 ; wherein the exploring view shows a non- 
local computer (item 70) with a directory path to the specific object corresponding to a 
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peripheral device (item 75)), permitting said display means to display, in accordance 
with the tree list, the specific object detected by said detection means. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
apparatus of Guzak with the current teaching of WinNT. Motivation to do so would have 
been to provide the specific objects corresponding to non-local peripheral devices. 
Guzak also fails to teach designation means for a specific object to have a 
predetermined function. However, Yacoub teaches a method wherein the designation 
means for designating a specific object indicating a peripheral device having a 
predetermined function (Column 5 lines 17-43), and the peripheral device for the local 
object and the peripheral device for the specific object designated by the designation 
means having the same function (Column 5 lines 17-43). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the same function 
peripheral device teaching of Yacoub with the method of Guzak . Motivation would have 
been to provide a user with the knowledge of the location of each peripheral device with 
the same function. 

As per claims 4, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub teaches an information processing 
apparatus, wherein said control means performs the sorting for an object display, so 
that the specific object is displayed at a higher location on a list (Column 6 lines 16-24J. 

As per claim 6, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub teaches a tree structure in which a 
specific object is a printer device (Column 6 lines 16-24). 

Claims 8,15 are individually similar in scope to claim 1, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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Claim 1 1 and 18 are individually similar in scope to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 13 and 20 are individually similar to scope to claim 6, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 22, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub teaches a computer readable storage 
medium (Figure 1 item 16) for storing the control program. 

8. Claims 2, 9,16, and 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Guzak et al ("Guzak", US# 5,838,319) and of Windows NT ("WinNT", 
screen shots) and Yacoub ("Yacoub", US 6452692), and further in view of Maarek et al 
("Maarek", US# 5,895,474). 

As per claim 2, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub fails to disclose a control means where it 
omits an intermediate directory path leading to a specific object. However, Maarek 
teaches such a method providing an interactive, tree structured, graphical visualization 
aid wherein a control means for omitting an intermediate path is applied (Column 6 lines 
9-15 & Figures 4a-4c). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Maarek 's 
teaching with Guzak's apparatus to ease the visualization effort by reducing the clutter 
on the screen (Maarek, Column 6 lines 23-24). 

Claims 9,16 are individually similar to scope to claim 2, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 23, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub discloses an information processing 
apparatus (Column 3 lines 13-16) capable of communicating with a plurality of 
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peripheral devices, said apparatus comprising: a storage device (Column 3 lines 13-16), 
for storing predetermined objects for the peripheral devices based on directory 
information (Column 3 lines 43-49 & Figure 2); designation means for designation a 
specific object indicating a peripheral device having a predetermined function (Yacoub, 
Column 5 lines 17-43 ) detection means (Column 3 lines 26-28 wherein tree view 
control displays a view of items as per code instructions), responsive to a designation 
by said designation menas, for detecting specific object designated by said designation 
means in the directory information read from said storage device; display means 
(Column 1 lines 59-61), for displaying, in accordance with a tree list (Column 2 lines 58- 
61); the specific object detected by said detection means; control means (Column 25-26 
lines 26-30), for, based on the number of steps along a directory path (Column 6 lines 
25-31) leading from a local object corresponding to one of the peripheral devices locally 
connected to said information processing apparatus (Figure 1; wherein the exploring 
view shows a local computer (item 50) with a directory path to the specific object 
corresponding to a peripheral device (item 55)) to the specific object corresponding to 
another specific peripheral device not locally connected to said information processing 
apparatus (Figure 1 ; wherein the exploring view shows a non- local computer (item 70) 
with a directory path to the specific object corresponding to a peripheral device (item 
75)), permitting said display means to display, in accordance with the tree list, the 
specific object detected by said detection means, and wherein the peripheral device for 
the local object and the peripheral device for the specific object designated by said 
designation means have the same function (Yacoub, Column 5 lines 17-43) . Guzak- 
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WinNT-Yacoub fails to disclose a control means where it omits an intermediate directory 
path leading to a specific object. However, Maarek teaches such a method providing an 
interactive, tree structured, graphical visualization aid wherein a control means for 
omitting an intermediate path is applied (Column 6 lines 9-15 & Figures 4a-4c). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Maarek 's teaching with Guzak' s 
apparatus to ease the visualization effort by reducing the clutter on the screen (Maarek, 
Column 6 lines 23-24). 

Claims 24 and 25 are individually similar in scope to claim 23, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 22, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

9. Claims 3,5,10,12,17,19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Guzak et al ("Guzak" , US# 5,838,319) and Windows NT ("WinNT", 
screen shots) and Yacoub ("Yacoub", US 6452692) , and further in view of Mital et al 
("Mital", US# 6,003,040). 

As per claim 3, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub fails to disclose an information processing 
apparatus, wherein, before the specific object detected by said detection means is 
displayed on said display means in accordance with the tree list, said control means 
omits a directory path in which the specific object is not present. However, Mital teaches 
such an apparatus and method for storing and navigating among data items in which 
the directory path is omitted if said specific object is not present (Column 23 lines 42-47 
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a result of the query shows only the relevant results and hides the rest of the hierarchy). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Mital's teaching with Guzak-WinNT- 
Yacoub's apparatus so that the display of the knowledge can be achieved without 
significantly adding to or making more complex the minimized domain of user interface 
for the benefit of non-complexity. 

As per claim 5, Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub fails to disclose an information processing 
apparatus, wherein, when said specific object detected by said detection means is to be 
displayed on said display means in accordance with said tree list, and when said 
specific object can not be referred to directly due to access right (imitations, said control 
means displays a higher object for which there are no access right problems. However, 
Mital teaches such an apparatus which displays according to access right limitations a 
higher object, which there are no access right problems (Column 24 lines 9-12 where 
users can only see only some of the object instances and links within the system based 
on access rights). Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Mital's teaching 
with Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub's apparatus so that the display of information would not 
include inaccessible objects; therefore, displaying the relevant objects at a higher 
position on the tree for the benefit of finding more relevant objects. 

Claims 10 and 17 are individually similar in scope to claim 3, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 12 and 19 are individually similar in scope to claim 5, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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10. Claims 7,14,21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Guzak et al 
("Guzak", US# 5,838,319) and Windows NT ("WinNT", screen shots) Yacoub ("Yacoub", 
US 6452692). 

As per claim 7 Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub fails to disclose an object for a compound 
device including a printer function. Official Notice is given that the use of a compound 
device including a printer function is notoriously well known in the art; examples of 
which are: printer/scanners, printer/fax, printer/copier, and any combination thereof. It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
the use of a compound device including a printer function with Guzak-WinNT-Yacoub 
apparatus so that a multifunctional printer could be a specific object listed in the 
hierarchical tree for the benefit of functionality.^ 

Claims 14 and 21 are individually similar to scope to claim 7, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Monday through 
Thursday, and on alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 
Art Unit 2174 

Patent Examiner . ^ - 
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